

Response to First Peer Post
[bookmark: _GoBack]I really think that you did a great job by approaching Flint’s ethical issue in the perspective of medical practitioners. You argue that Dr. Mona Hanna-Attisha was a public health official who studied lead levels in blood to determine the effect of lead in the water. It is a wonder how a public health official is not confident with her work. You state that “Hanna-Attisha admits to a brief period of self-doubt.” A worry is that it was her responsibility to identify the error and step up to protect the rights of the residents. The health field grants no room for errors as this could result in unwanted results, which was the case during the Flint crises. I think that such practitioners need to make a stance without fear of being recrimination because they have evidence of what they argue about. 
Response to Second Peer Post
This post is detailed in terms of outlining the manner in which Flint authority and officials were irresponsible and failed to consider the outcomes that their actions had towards the people. In your post, you suggest that there are no people who have taken total responsibility of the cause of the Flint water crisis. The main concern arising is where was the government during all this time to protect the people from the hazardous water supply? I think that it is the responsibility of the government, now as it was the case at the time, to investigate into the issue, particularly the unethical officials involved during the time of the crisis, and punish everyone who acted unethically in any way. No one needs to walk free after putting the lives of many people in such great danger!
